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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is the answer to the Amendment filed on August 1 5, 2005, 
which paper has been placed of record in the file. 

2. Claims 1 , 3-9, 1 1-28, and 31-37 are pending in this application. 

Response to Arguments/Amendment 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 3-9, 1 1 -28, and 31-37 have 
been considered but are not persuasive. 

In response to applicant's arguments regarding to claim 1 that Moran does not 
teach "receiving input that defines a hierarchical relationship between the first and 
second objects", examiner respectfully disagrees and examiner submits that Moran 
teaches a financial planning system that allow an advisor to take advantage of certain 
dependencies between input data, such as, for example, an inheritance triggered by the 
death of someone or an annual contribution to a savings fund on a person's birthday. In 
particular, column 20, lines 20-52 and figure 30, detail a method by which a first data 
entry consist of one or more monthly expenses incurred by Melanie. A second data 
entry corresponds to a date of death of Melanie. A third data entry corresponds to the 
beneficiaries upon the death of Melanie, such as, the survivors monthly living expenses, 
income tax rates, whether the survivor will receive social security, how long the survivor 
will live after Melanie dies, or a third data entry corresponds to household's income, 
expenses, cash flow, and the advisor is capable of inputting and making adjustments to 
the beneficiaries and household's income, expenses, cash flow. Thus, the third data 
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entry, which is the relationship between the first and second data entries is described in 
Moran as adjustable or user-accessible because the third data entry can be adjustable 
by the advisor. Therefore, Moran teaches "receiving input that defines a hierarchical 
relationship between the first and second objects" by the user. 

In response to applicant's arguments regarding to claim 16, examiner submits 
that Moran teaches receiving input information includes synchronizing plan elements 
with data from another program (column 6, line 50-column 7, line 10; importing or 
exporting files). 

In response to applicant's arguments regarding to claim 17, examiner submits 
that claim 17 contains similar limitations found in claim 1 above, moreover, Moran 
further discloses disabling at least one object, and developing a plan including running a 
simulation that excludes each disabled object (e.g. figure 24, in "PAID AT DEATH" field, 
disabling or enabling "CRAIG" and "MELANIE"). 

In response to applicant's arguments regarding to claim 20, examiner submits 
that claim 20 contains similar limitations found in claim 17 above, moreover, Moran 
further discloses a user interface for presenting a limited number of plan objects to a 
user and for receiving data for a first field of a first plan object and data for a second 
field of a second plan object (column 10, lines 60-65; the User Interface 230). 

In response to applicant's arguments regarding to claim 24, examiner submits that 
claim 24 contain similar limitations found in claim 6 as indicated in the previous office 
action, Moran teaches the second field represents a date conditional on the amount 
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represented in the first field (column 20, lines 20-40; e.g. the monthly living expenses 
and the date of death). 

In response to applicants arguments regarding to claim 36, examiner submits 
that claim 36 that parallel the limitations found in claim 17, which is contain similar 
limitations as discussed in claim 1 above. 

In conclusion, for the reason set forth above, examiner decides to maintain Moran 
reference for rejection (also see details below) and make this Office action FINAL. 

4. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1,3-9, 11-28, and 31-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Moran, U.S. Patent No. 6,430,542. 

Regarding to claim 1, Moran discloses a computer-readable medium having 
computer-executable instructions, comprising: 

receiving input of a value corresponding to a first field of a first object that 
maintains plan data (column 16, lines 25-35; the client's date of death); 

receiving additional input corresponding to a second field of a second object that 
maintains plan data (column 20, lines 20-40; monthly living expenses, or income tax 
rates, or investment risk tolerance, or household's income, or expenses, etc.); 

receiving input that defines a hierarchical relationship between the first and 
second objects such that a value in the second field is at least partially based on the 
first field as a result of the hierarchical relationship (column 10, lines 47-60; the estate 
plan does need to know the date of death so that it can settle the estate as of the new 
date, thus, the date of death is the target object, the new date of settlement the estate is 
the dependent object depends on the date of death); 

developing a plan by running a simulation on objects including the first and 
second objects (column 21, lines 62-column 23, lines 55); 

receiving input of a new value for the first field, and developing a new plan by 
running a simulation on objects that maintain the plan data, including the first and 
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second objects, in which in the new plan, the new value changes the information in the 
second field (column 16, lines 25-35; changing the client's date of death, running new 
simulation, monthly living expenses, or income tax rates, or investment risk tolerance, or 
household's income, or expenses will be changed). 

Regarding to claims 3-8, Moran discloses the plan is a financial plan; the first 
field represents a date and the second field represents a date based on the first field 
(column 10, lines 47-60; the date of death and the date of settlement the estate); the 
first field represents an amount the second field represents a date conditional on the 
amount represented in the first field (column 20, lines 20-40; e.g. the monthly living 
expenses and the date of death); the first field represents a rate and the second field 
represents a date conditional on the rate represented in the first field (column 20, lines 
20-40; e.g. the income tax rates and the date of death). 

Regarding to claim 9, Moran further discloses receiving input corresponding to 
an adjustment value related to the second field (column 20, lines 32-36; adjusting the 
household's income, expenses, cash flow occur upon Melanie's death) 

Regarding to claim 1 1 , Moran further discloses associating a plurality of objects 
in a package object (column 15, lines 1-67; objects are arranged in groups or 
categories). 

Regarding to claims 12-14, Moran further discloses disabling at least one plan 
element, enabling at least one plan element, and developing a plan by running a 
simulation includes arranging a list of plan elements that includes enabled elements and 
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excludes disabled elements are (e.g. figure 24, in "PAID AT DEATH" field, disabling or 
enabling "CRAIG" and "M ELAN IE"). 

Regarding to claim 15, Moran further discloses developing a plan by running a 
simulation includes removing expired elements from the list (column 20, lines 35-40; 
exclude other goals a household may have prior to Melanie's death). 

Regarding to claim 16, Moran further discloses receiving input information 
includes synchronizing plan elements with data from another program (column 6, line 
50-column 7, line 10; importing or exporting files). 

Regarding to claim 17, claim 17 contain similar limitations found in claim 1 above, 
moreover, Moran further discloses disabling at least one object, and developing a plan 
including running a simulation that excludes each disabled object (e.g. figure 24, in 
"PAID AT DEATH" field, disabling or enabling "CRAIG" and "MELANIE"). 

Regarding to claim 18, Moran further discloses providing access to a limited 
number of objects to a user includes providing a user interface (column 10, lines 60-65; 
the User Interface 230). 

Regarding to claim 19, Moran further discloses enabling a disabled object into an 
enabled object and running another simulation based on the plan objects including the 
enabled object (e.g. figure 24, in "PAID AT DEATH" field, disabling or enabling "CRAIG" 
and "MELANIE"). 

Regarding to claim 20, claim 20 contain similar limitations found in claim 1 
above, moreover, Moran further discloses a user interface for presenting a limited 
number of plan objects to a user and for receiving data for a first field of a first plan 
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object and data for a second field of a second plan object (column 10, lines 60-65; the 
User Interface 230). 

Claims 21-28, 31-35, and 37 contain similar limitations found in claims 1 , 5-8, 12, 
13, 16, 19, discussed above, therefore, are rejected by the same rationale. 

Claim 36 is written in computer-readable medium that parallel the limitations 
found in claim 17 above, therefore, is rejected by the same rationale. 

Conclusion 

7. Claims 1 , 3-9, 1 1 -28, and 31 -37 are rejected. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to examiner Nga B. Nguyen whose telephone number is 
(571 ) 272-6796. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 
9:00AM-6:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hyung S. Sough can be reached on (571 ) 272-6799. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3600. 

9. Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
C/o Technology Center 3600 
Washington, DC 20231 
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Or faxed to: 

(571) 273-8300 (for formal communication intended for entry), 

or 

(571 ) 273-0325 (for informal or draft communication, please label 
"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT"). 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Knox building, 501 Dulany 
Street, Alexandria, VA, First Floor (Receptionist). 



Nga B. Nguyen 
November 25, 2005 



